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R EMARK S 

Claims 1,6-5.0, 18-25, 2? ; 28, 30-37 and 39-43 are pending in this application, with 
,\r\' : < N Independent claims 1 , 28 and 35 have been amended. 

Ho new matter has been added by way of this amendment. Favorable reconsideration and furtber 
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ipp i vhich are preceded by related eon tents of the Ex t s 

bold type: 

tejecfrm ~ 35 VSC§ KB 

2, Claims 1, 6-S> 18-21, 27, 28, 30-32, 40-43 art; rejected under 35 
v S t ItHi i > eatable over Morgan et al. i» view of Goedefce 

et ah 

Morgan et ah teaches all the limitations of the claims except for a 
detector tor detection of She presence of an obstruction to viewing the 
emergency equipment station. However, Goedefce et al. discloses a fire 
detection systen; with a video camera (>0 for viewing the area 11, thus 
capable of detecting any obstructions to the viewing area 11, the camera 68 
sending signals via output 1 < confrollei 70 I herefore, it 

would have been ofc » Ions in one having ordinary skill in the art fa have 
provided the device of Morgan et al. with a detector for detection of the 
presence of an obstrut ; ! < < ~ oal. l>wnu 

so would provide an effective emergency equipment station. 

With respect to claim S, to have the detection range of 6 inches to 
18 feet is obvious with one skilled in the art and furthermore, one of 
ordinary skill in the art would have expected Applicant's invention to 
perform equally well with either claimed dimensions or the Hincher's 
device. Therefore, it would have been an obvious matter of design choice to 
modify the- device of Morgan et ah in view in view of Goedeke et al, to 
obtain the invention as specified in claim 8. 

Ponuxh d < \ n 1 is directed to an apparatus tor remote inspection ed 

>me ostahed in one o " • -merge quspmem 

s + n«oi- eu 'H -Cn 4 o. l > N -locked at ir cr • m ^ „t , p< e tat i o> 

detecting the presence of an obstruction to viewing or access to the emergency equipment 
otui,on. ' he de« v v nndcoew. sonar module. The apparatus also nclu.de> ad ftbriliatoi station 
m;o t i 5 i t v i iv s - i ^ J v n < in \ U'O o 
further includes an electronic circuit thai is in communication with the detector and a remote 
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central station. The electronic circuit can issue a signal to the remote central station upon 
detection on;... eKt a_mm to 'he e-n.-.^nc} eouspmtnt station. 

Referring to FIG. 8 and to the detailed description of the subject application a 
deilb 1 ! < >ed that inc des a sonar module 9 with ape res 92 Citing from 

page 1.1, line 25 to page 12, Line 22, the application reads; 

"Referring to FIG. S, in another embodiment, components of docking station 38, as 
described shove, are included within a defibrillator station 150 that includes one or more 
mechanics! fasteners 151 (e.g„ a dips, fastening material, etc.) along with a recess for 
holding a defibrillator 152. Typically, the defibrillator station 150 is mounted to a wall, post, 
or other support surface. W, so that the defibrillator 152 is accessible by trained personnel 
or the general public for use during an emergency such as a person suffering from sudden 
cardiac arrest or other Jifc-thi t at al Jg alt oent h\ distributing a system of defibrillator 
stations for example, throughout an airport, shopping center, or other facility accessible by 
the public, > v g« u v a ih hbr siiator can be removed front a relatively 

nearby defibrillator station to provide assistance. 

The defsbr ilia tor station ISO contains the electronic and communications circuitry 
H along wlib sonar module 90 and the apertures or windows 92 for emitting and receiving 
ultrasonic signals to detect obstructions as previously mentioned. By including the .sonar 
module <H) whims the defibrillator station 159, obstructions to the visibility and the 
ecessii » , > ! » < < < station are detectable »Bd upon such detection a signal is 
issued by the electronic and communications circoitry 94 for transmitting to the remote 
v , s <<s n. s„ provide an alert regarding the obstruction. la this embodiment the 
signal is » oaic and eommunicatkm circuitry 94 to a connection 

terminal 154 and then to a hardwire connection I IS that is in communication with the 
remote central station 2<>. Alternatively, the signal indicating the obstruction can be 
transmitted in a wireless signal to the remote centra! station 26 from an antenna 120 
included on the defibrillator station. Additionally in some embud t - s Use f 
e\tmuohh< thm Otow a m H< 2>. a w«»al that indicate one or more internal 
conditions of the defibrillator 152 and/or the defibrillator station 150 are transmitted to the 

tio U For example, if the defibrillator 1 52 is removed from the 
defibrillator station 1 50 {eg,, in the event of an emergency), or if an internal battery needs 
entu g pi a log. etc.), or if another snndar or previously mentioned 

ml * >>i a Khro«y^m, mjh! < n ui m a s g al to the remote 

central station 26 over the hardwire connection 118 and/or in a wireless signal front the 
antenna 128," 

Thus a defibrillator station is described that contains a sonar module and apertures for 
tit soni signals to detect obstructions lo the visibil 51 cessibilit] 

)f the s >ti. \ e s cations circuitry, the defibrillator s i \ 

issuing a signal io a remote central station to provide an alert in regards to a detected obstruction. 

v pp Lots- rshxv disclose or tosugges < ivmdtd 

independent claim 1 . For example, the art is not understood to disclose or to suggest v$ a detector 



\n,Ve x \, , "> i mo 'o ktect i puv, ncv oK ^ c 

viewing of or access to the emergency equipment station, wherein the detector includes a sonar 
module", as required b} claim I . 

In the subject action, the Examiner concedes that Morgan does not disclose or suggest "a 
let.ee 01 re es ii 1 1 ic pi sse - of an obstruction to viewing the emergency e< t ipment 

or itiei it ? n dse defv ono oi M ' ; \ 1 , ~ ^ 

Geodeke as dis osi g 'a fire detection system with a video camera 6i for mow n> the aval \ 
j v \>h t can live uOi's .O^ncco-ms \ the \ iew ine at' However, the video cameras 
o> - v collect video from the area II rather taaeth < a s if 
1 n w <J t j so describes co iectn sit a\ olel atK rared energj 

vitl dele 01 ve\ stmil; 0 the deo collection less raviolct d ini red 5 ergy is 

^ v v I v v t 0 UH 1* K 



*I» accordance with the invention, a color video camera 68 includes a tens 61 
positioned to provide a wide area field of a substantial portion of service hangar area 1 i . The 
output of camera 60 which comprises the coior video information of the image presented by 
service hangar area 1 1 is coupled by an output coupling 62 to a processor and controller unit 
TO. V! 11 i svioief energy detector 63 is posiboi di< View" a substantial portion of hangar 
area 11 and produces an onipui signal indicative the ultraviolet energy received winch is 
u upled b u i ng 65 to processor and controller wnft 70. Similarly, an infrared 

* : v\.nw# to ntirarcd wavelength energy and is positioned to "view" a 
substantial area of hangar area II. The output signal of infrared detector 64 is indicative of 
the intensity of infrared wavelength energy received by detector 64 which is coupled to 

? troll ya mtpat coupling 66. Processor and controller 70 includes 
an output line 72 which is coupk-d to the trigger inputs of fire suppressors 50 through S3. 
Processor and controller 70 further includes an output 71 which is coupled to the trigger 
input of alarm mii 54* 

A second color video camera 38 includes a lens 31 and an output coupling 32. in its 
preferred arrangement, camera 38 is positioned to provide a view of servke haitgar area 1 1 
from a Jen-; at persf ve than that provided by camera 60. An ultraviolet detector 33, 
similar to nit* . dor 63, is p 1 led to "view" a portion of service hangar ares 1 1 

fpi d to a process©* * I *\ forth S 

an infrared detector ?4 similar t« infrared detector 64 i- positioned So "view" a selected area 

I _ „ < 1 * sput 36 coupled to processor and controller 40. 

Processor and controller 40 receives the output signals of detectors 33 and 34 as well as the 
t i j >> era 3 f ' .tt 50 >titrol 40 n les an output terminal 

41 coupled to the trigger input of alarm unit 54 and an output terminal 42 coupled to the 
>ger inputs I • >pt ssors 51 tin • 1 >h 5 

, i ectors 33 and pro* sso$ and controller 

10 te«a.mei s 6 63 and 64 and processor controller 70 shows that each camera 

system and processor controller and detector combination are essentially redundant and are 
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individually eoapied to the trigger inputs of fire suppressors 50 through 53 and alarm unit 
54 thus, It will he ap ^ l < " that »i 1 { unit mas 

operate as a single unit within hangar area 11, it is advantageous to atilrae redundant 
camera a»tt« to more completely view various areas of hangar area 11. For example, suspect 
area 16 within hangar area 1 1 may he partially or completely blocked from the view of 
camera 38 bat is compUU fi Se by camera 60, la addi >o » d as is described beltw a 
greater detail, process and controllers 40 and 70 may be configured to utilise the 
siniuhaneot - - is of cameras 30 ami 66 to recognize certain nonfwe events which 

vouid be « o to if ui h b\ ingle i amera. 

la operation, camera 30 provides a colored video image of the viewed portion of 
service hangar 3 L The video information provided by camera 30 is periodically stored by 
processor controller 40 using a conventional frame grabber. In addition, ultraviolet defector 
30 and infrared detector 34 simultaneously view the same general area of service hangar SI. 
Upon the occurrence of an event within the viewed area of service hangar il such as suspect 
area 16 which produces either or both energies in the ultraviolet or infrared region, 
defectors 33 and 34 produce an input signal to processor and controller 46 which signifies a 
potential Sao presence. Thereafter, by means set forth below in greater detail processor 
controller 40 enters the event mode in which the image received by camera 30 is analyzed by 
processor controller 40, it should be noted that in accordance with an important aspect of 
toe present invention despite the entrance of the system into the event mode, fire suppressant 
disperses 50 through 53 remain inactive as the event mode evaluation proceeds, and m Ore 
alarms are activated until the presence of lire is confirmed by the processor controller 46 
which analyzes camera 30 image outputs.* (Col. 4, line 26 to Col. 5, line 39} 

Thus, Geodeke's video cameras 60, 30 and detectors 33, 34, 63, 64 are implemented to 
passively receive video content and ultraviolet and infrared energy, Furthermore, as mentioned 
xwe, the ere cf i Morgan does not teach a detector for detecting an obstruction 

Vcouhrto} , the uomknanon of Morgan and Geodcke fails u i Last to d to Jose <«■ to 
v i e iv v-.R tqn m crt ? tio i > r u r'luui mt p <toc kc o 

vS O 1 vtt I i^to i 5|>! ! ! to UU <. L< 1 

includes a sonar module. 

For at teas; these reasons, amended independent claim 1 is believed to be patentable. 
Amended independent claims 28 and 35 include limitations that are similar to those described 
t ^ street clas \ss ib ud kiOu br.nsde iv 'U'CjNeH set b be 
kve.abk ton , - to >snoted above 

pts « ■< jssK vc ^ - if 

•> makes oft to ovelty of its co >n< i t 



and, as such, has not been address -s i ally herein 



3. ti eeted under 35 C.S.C, 103(a) as being tuipatentabfe 
<sv«- Oonm et al. in view of Goedeke et at 

Cnmm et &l teaches a0 the limitations of the dmm except for a 
detector lor detection of the presence of an obstruction to viewing the 
emergeiscy equipment station. However, Goedeke et al. discloses a fire 
detection system with a video earners 60 for viewing the area I 1, thus 
capable of detecting any obstructions to tiie viewing area 1.1, the camera W 

ndh\% ignab via output < ottpling 62 63 to a controller 70. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to have 
provided the device of Morgan et al. with a detector for detection of the 
presence of an obstruction to viewing as suggested by Crorsin et al. Doing so 
mxM provide an effective emergency equipment station. 

Independent claim 35 has been amended in a similar t u i let as pes ti i.c 

m idule). 

s , ^ k Y a defibrillator storage device thai is capable of 
protecting a v.- - . • m and .dso includes m integral alarm system lor issuing an alert ditrmg a 
canine a s , ipee cel. 2, hues 5-67). 

Accordingly, Cronirs fails at least to disclose or to suggest a detector for detee lion of the 
present of an obstruction to viewing of or access to the portable defibrillator, wherein the 

For at least this reason, amended independent claim 35 is believed to be patentable. 

4. Claims 9, 10, 22-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable ever Morgan et at, iu view of Goedeke et al. as applied to 
claims 1 , 6-S, 18-21. 27,28, 38-32, 40-43 above, and further in view of 
RoefeweH et al. 

Morgan et al. in view of Goedeke et at. teaches alt the- limitations of 

ns excel - lie communication between two emergency 
equipments) v \ i Rockwell discloses an emergeney equipnu id 

station wiifc wireless eommookaiioos that is capable with point-to-point 
communication with aaoOicr emergency equipment station (see column 11, 
lines 25*) riser ort tw old h a eh at ■ i tjntrdma^ 

skill is the art to have provided Site device of Morgan et al. and Goedeke et 

between h rgeacy t stash 
suggested by Rockwell i><> ^j; * 1 th , <■ » > <, ce an< effect t 

I dies sset column 5, lines 2-57). 

Rockwell does not remedy the forgoing -deficiencies of Goedeke. For example, Rockwell 
is « ^ v u - ■ det-euhe or suggest a dettvtor located at an uneTgenc> xsuipnom i » r Jo 
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detection of t he presence of an obstruction to viewing of or access to the emergency equipment 
station, in which the detector includes a sonar module. Rather, Rockwell appears to incorporate 
i \ i i 1 u \ F <. i ' 

1 _ > micati 1 nks see FK 5 and col. 5, Imes 1 5 4 >) 

For at least this reasons stated above, amended independent claim I, and 
com sp< s dent claims *>. 0, 22-25 are believed to be pate ? 1 s 

5, Claims 33 nnrf 34 are rejected under 35 O.S.C. 1 63(a) as being 
snpaientable over Morgan et ah in view of Goedeke et ah ss applied to 
claims L 6-8, 18-21 , 27. 28, 30-32, 40-43 above, and further in view of 
Cronin et al. 

Morgan et al. la view of Goedeke es al. teaches all she limitations of 
the -claims except for a detector for a tow battery condition. However, 
Cronm et at discloses an emergen* \ quipment tation 1 a g ortabfa 

eri > n >»• ba« dt o 
(see column 4, lines 29-37). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art to have provided the device of Morgan et at. 
and Goedeke et al. with the communication between two emergency 
equipment stab ■■ a • sa ;gest«d by Crania et ai. Doing so would provide a 
ergei i npme> > i > ! s 

i \ i Goedeke, sndi vidua 1 » s 

understood to disclose or suggest a detector located at an emergency equipment, station for 

J n I he pre sent > oi an obsti action to viewing or accessing the emergency equipment 

nation, in which die d. lector includes a sonar module, as required by amended claim 28, As 

dependent t i > ?3 and 3 sp* ally depend upon amended independent claim 28, 

WLe^n v , in f c a.ms 33 and 34 are also patentable over the combination of 

cited references. 

& Claims 36, 37, 39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
yspaSesdabie over Croain et ah in view of Goedeke et al. as applied to claim 
35 above, and farther hi view of Morgan et al, 

Croain et ah in view of Goedeke et al. teaches aii the limitations of 
the claims except for a wireless or a hardwire communication. However, 
Morgan et al, discloses an emergency equipment station with wireless or 
hardwire cmwnmdcaiiou eapabihties. Therefore, it would have been 

rd.b ' 5 Ih « t < 1 

> i *o met ti and Gc t ith a wireless oi a hardwire 

eemmankati; . . sted fey Morgan et al. Doing so would provide a 
vti mtSk im rg icy on oipment station (see column 1, Maes 25- 40). 
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1 i yn are not 

1 m erstood i 1 oi G< edel e V- de >et dei da n s 36 37 and 39 

iosvv. ~ ... • i r >tr d i eideovmknu am: ?*\ \ppoear.N v -pev i * tsvut hi 

us 36, 3 r 59 are also p si 

i | id claims have beei ddn sed owever the absence 
v . - , v - t < w»t or comment does not signify agreement with or 

v .on nUC or comment. In addition, because the arguments made above 

* n t i t 1 i t 1 <. > X 5 ^ i ! i 

os . J, s \ ai ave not been expressed. Finally, nothing in this paper should be construed as- 
a t n <. ii 1 in ^ ,! ^ ^ *. s i t ■> 

paper, and the amendment of any claim does not necessarily sun » . one, ssion of 
, *v , , ,m p 05 to its amendment 

In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, Applicants respectfully submit that 
theapp at - " onditio ! >wance, and such action is $esoecHud\ vqeested at the 
i \ t rm«. 1 o ' > -u^Jia- 

Appl cant f n< attorney can be reached at the address shown below. Ail 
telephone calls should be directed to the undersigned at 617-368-2191. 

App- n .ii*,, behi.\e it im .is xl due, however, if fees are due, please apply all 
ceount bo >( I0">U, feret \t )ocI 

033001. 



Respectfully submitted, 



0 - ■ 




Jeffrey J. Barclay 
Reg. No. 48,950 



sh & Rich 
Telephone: (61 7j 542-5070 
Facsimile: (617) 542-8906 



